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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The IDS' filed both September 29, 2003 and December 29, 2003 have both been 
received and considered. 

Drawings 

2. Figure 5 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which Is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 1 1 
line 4 the term "attachment surface 3" should read -attachment surface 34 — to be 
consistent with the drawings and the previous lines of the specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: on the 
second page of Claim 6 in line 13 the word "plurably" should read -plurality- and in line 

3 of Claim 7 the word -the — should be inserted before the term "wheel hub". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
inverrtion was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
document no. 98/38048 to Yoshlmura. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Yoshimura discloses a gasket device for use on a wheel hub 

4 (see Figure 4), said gasket device comprising an annular, flat gasket seal 53 made of 
thin, flat, flexible, material and having a circular outer periphery with a first diameter 
corresponding substantially to the diameter of an annular attachment surface 2 of said 
hub on which said gasket device is to be used (see Figure 4 and the outer diameter of 
element 53), said gasket seal 53 also having a circular central opening with a second 
diameter D1 corresponding substantially to the diameter of a central cylindrical 
extension 17/50 adjacent said hub and a plurality of small openings for snugly 
accommodating wheel studs 5 on said hub (see at least the hole designation on the 
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uppermost portion of element 53), each of which can pass through a respective one of 
said small openings during use of said gasket device, wherein said gasket device is 
adapted for mounting in a sealing manner between said hub 4 and a central mounting 
portion 18 of a vehicle wheel 1 and is capable of conforming to an adjacent back 
surface 18 of said central mounting portion of the wheel 1 when said gasket device is 
used (see Figure 4). 

However, Yoshimura does not specifically disclose that the gasket is made from 
a polyethylene material. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Yoshimura to be formed from a 
polyethylene material as a matter of design preference dependent upon the desired 
strength, corrosive effects, and/or the operating environment for the gasket. 
Constructing the gasket to be formed of a polyethylene material would provide a flexible 
yet highly con-osive-resistant means in which to protect the wheel hub components from 
any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding Claim 2, Yoshimura does not disclose that the gasket has a 
substantially uniform thickness which is less than 0.1 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Yoshimura to have a thickness 
which is less than 0.1 inch in order to create as thin a sealing structure as possible. The 
thinner the gasket for the wheel hub assembly the less complicated and cumbersome 
the overall wheel design. 
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Regarding Claim 3, Yoshimura does not specifically disclose that there are five or 
fewer small openings around the gasket seal. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed five or fewer openings around the 
circumference of the gasket of Yoshimura dependent upon the number of wheel studs 
affixed to the wheel. One of ordinary skill in the art would know to construct as made 
openings for the gasket seal as there are wheel studs to be accommodated, whether 
that number be five or fewer. 

Regarding Claim 4, Yoshimura does not disclose that the small openings have a 
uniform diameter which does not exceed about 5/8 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the small openings of the gasket of Yoshimura 
to have uniform diameters which do not exceed 5/8 inch as a matter of design 
preference dependent upon the size and diameter of the wheel studs which are to be 
accommodated in those openings. As long as the wheel studs fit through the openings 
and adequately secure the gasket to the wheel assembly, the diameters of those 
openings are arbitrary. 

Regarding Claim 5, Yoshimura does not disclose that the first diameter of the 
gasket is less than 8 inches nor that the polyethylene material has a medium density. 

Regarding the diameter of the gasket, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed the first 
diameter of the gasket of Yoshimura to be less than 8 inches dependent upon the 
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overall diameter of the central mounting portion of the wheel to which it contacts with. 
As long as the gasket seals the space between the central mounting portion and the 
hub, the diameter of the gasket is arbitrary. 

Regarding the density of the polyethylene material, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed 
the polyethylene material of the gasket of Yoshimura to be of a medium density 
dependent upon the desired strength and rigidity of the gasket. As long as the gasket 
can effectively seal the space between the central mounting portion and the hub and 
withstand the operating environment, the density of the material of the gasket is merely 
a design preference. 

7. Claims 6, 7, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,772,288 to Jordan in view of WO document 
number 98/38048 to Yoshimura. 

Regarding Claim 6, Jordan discloses a vehicle wheel and hub combination (see 
Figure 3) having most of the features of the instant invention including: a vehicle wheel 
including an annular rim and an annular connecting section extending radially inwardly 
from said rim and rigidly connected thereto (see the abstract and column 3 lines 29-35), 
said connecting section having a plurality of stud-receiving holes therein spaced 
inwardly from said rim and spaced evenly and circumferentially about said wheel (see 
the abstract and column 3 lines 29-35); a wheel hub'assembly including a rotatable 
radially extending, annular attachment surface 40, wheel studs 38 extending from said 
attachment surface 40 in an axial direction relative to a central axis about which said 
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wheel is adapted to rotate, and a circular central cylindrical extension (see the smaller 
diameter portion which protrudes out from surface 40 in-between the wheel studs) 
projecting axially outwardly from the center of said attachment surface 40, said 
cylindrical extension having an outer circumference spaced radially inwardly from said 
wheel studs (see Figure 3); an annular, flat, flexible gasket seal 10 having a 
substantially circular outer periphery and also a substantially circular central opening 
with a diameter corresponding closely to the diameter of said central cylindrical 
extension (see Figure 3 and the center diameter of the gasket around which holes 16 
are located), said gasket seal being formed with a plurality of small openings 16 snugly 
and respectively accommodating said wheel studs each of which passes through a 
respective one of said small openings and a respective one of said stud-receiving holes; 
and wheel nuts (inherently present) detachably connecting said vehicle wheel to said 
wheel hub assembly by means of said wheel studs with said gasket seal 1 0 tightly 
clamped between said connecting section and said attachment surface (see Figure 3), 
wherein said gasket seal 10 inherently has a shape that conforms to an adjacent 
contact surface of said connecting section of the wheel. 

However, Jordan does not disclose that the gasket is made from a polyethylene 
material having a substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds 
substantially to the diameter of the attachment surface. 

Regarding the polyethylene material, It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed the 
gasket of Jordan to be formed from a polyethylene material as a matter of design 
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preference dependent upon the desired strength, corrosive effects, and/or the operating 
environment for the gasket. Constructing the gasket to be formed of a polyethylene 
nnaterial would provide a flexible yet highly corrosive-resistant means in which to protect 
the wheel hub components from any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding the gasket outer periphery diameter, Yoshimura is relied upon merely 
for his teachings of a similar type gasket 53 (as described with respect to Claims 1-5 
above) having a substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds 
substantially to the diameter of the attachment surface 2 or 18. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Jordan to have a substantially 
circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds substantially to the diameter of 
the attachment surface as taught by Yoshimura so that the no debris or dirt could CQme 
into contact with the attachment surface from either side of the gasket. By constructing 
the gasket to be of the exact diameter as the attachment surface, the maximum amount 
of sealing that can occur between the attachment surface and the connection section of 
the wheel is present. 

Regarding Claim 7, see Figure 3. 

Regarding Claim 9, Jordan, as modified, does not disclose that the gasket seal 
has a uniform thickness which is about 0.05 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Jordan, as modified, to have a 
thickness which is less than 0.05 inch in order to create as thin a sealing structure as 
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possible. The thinner the gasket for the wheel hub assembly the less complicated and 
cumbersome the overall wheel design. 

Regarding Claim 10, Jordan, as modified, does not disclose that the small 
openings have a diameter which does not exceed 5/8 inch nor that the diameter of the 
outer periphery of the gasket and of the annular attachment surface is less than 8 
inches. 

Regarding the diameters of the small openings, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed 
the small openings of the gasket of Jordan, as modified, to have uniform diameters 
which do not exceed 5/8 inch as a matter of design preference dependent upon the size 
and diameter of the wheel studs which are to be accommodated in those openings. As 
long as the wheel studs fit through the openings and adequately secure the gasket to 
the wheel assembly, the diameters of those openings are arbitrary. 

Regarding the diameters of the outer periphery of the gasket and the annular 
attachment surface, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have constructed the diameters of the outer periphery of 
the gasket and the annular attachment surface of Jordan, as modified, to be less than 8 
inches dependent upon the overall diameter of the central mounting portion of the wheel 
to which they contact with. As long as the gasket seals the space between the central 
mounting portion of the wheel and the brake/hub assembly, the diameters of the gasket 
the attachment surface are arbitrary. 
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8. Claims 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Canadian patent No. 2,055.230 to Le Heiget in view of WO document no. 98/38048 to 
Yoshimura. 

Regarding Claim 6, Le Heiget discloses a vehicle wheel and hub combination 
(see Figure 3) having most of the features of the instant invention including: a vehicle 
wheel 10 including an annular rim and an annular connecting section extending radially 
inwardly from said rim and rigidly connected thereto (see Figure 3), said connecting 
section having a plurality of stud-receiving holes therein spaced inwardly from said rim 
and spaced evenly and circumferentially about said wheel (see Figure 3); a wheel hub 
assembly including a rotatable radially extending, annular attachment surface (see 
Figure 3 and the surface where studs 38 are mounted thereon), wheel studs 38 
extending from said attachment surface in an axial direction relative to a central axis 
about which said wheel is adapted to rotate, and a circular central cylindrical extension 
(see Figure 3 and the center projecting portion of the hub assembly in which bolts 38 
surround) projecting axially outwardly from the center of said attachment surface, said 
cylindrical extension having an outer circumference spaced radially inwardly from said 
wheel studs (see Figure 3); an annular, flat, flexible gasket seal 24 having a 
substantially circular outer periphery and also a substantially circular central opening 
with a diameter corresponding closely to the diameter of said central cylindrical 
extension (see Figure 3 and the center opening of the gasket), said gasket seal being 
formed with a plurality of small openings 36 snugly and respectively accommodating 
said wheel studs each of which passes through a respective one of said small openings 
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and a respective one of said stud-receiving holes (see Figure 3); and wheel nuts 40 
detachably connecting said vehicle wheel to said wheel hub assembly by means of said 
wheel studs with said gasket seal 24 tightly clamped between said connecting section 
and said attachment surface (see Figure 3), wherein said gasket seal 24 has a shape 
that conforms to an adjacent contact surface of said connecting section of the wheel 
(see Figure 3). 

However, Le Heiget does not disclose that the gasket is made from a 
polyethylene material having a substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that 
corresponds substantially to the diameter of the attachment surface. 

Regarding the polyethylene material, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed the 
gasket of Le Heiget to be formed from a polyethylene material as a matter of design 
preference dependent upon the desired strength, corosive effects, and/or the operating 
environment for the gasket. Constructing the gasket to be formed of a polyethylene 
material would provide a flexible yet highly con-osive-resistant means in which to protect 
the wheel hub components from any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding the gasket outer periphery diameter, Yoshimura is relied upon merely 
for his teachings of a similar type gasket 53 (as described with respect to Claims 1-5 
above) having a substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds 
substantially to the diameter of the attachment surface 2 or 18. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Le Heiget to have a substantially 



Application/Control Number: 10/674,021 Page 12 

Art Unit: 3683 

circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds substantially to the diameter of 
the attachment surface as taught by Yoshimura so that the no debris or dirt could come 
into contact with the attachment surface from either side of the gasket. By constructing 
the gasket to be of the exact diameter as the attachment surface, the maximum amount 
of sealing that can occur between the attachment surface and the connection section of 
the wheel is present. 

Regarding Claim 8, see drum brake 22 in Figure 3 having a rotatable brake drum 
on which the attachment surface is provided. 

9. Claims 1 1 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Canadian Patent No. 2,055,230 to Le Heiget in view of WO document no. 98/38048 to 
Yoshimura as applied to claims 6 and 8 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
4,989,697 to Denton. 

Regarding Claim 1 1, Le Heiget, as modified, discloses most all the features of 
the instant invention as applied above, except for a second gasket seal mounted in the 
wheel hub assembly against an inner side of the brake drum as claimed. 

Denton is relied upon merely for his teachings of a brake drum assembly (see 
Figure 1 ) having an annular, flexible gasket seal 60 mounted in said wheel hub 
assembly against an inner side of a brake drum 10 and spaced axially inwardly from 
said connecting section of the wheel, said gasket seal 60 having a substantially circular 
outer periphery 70, a substantially circular central opening (see the center opening of 
gasket 60) with a diameter corresponding closely to said diameter of said central 
cylindrical extension (inherently so), and a plurality of snnall openings 76 snugly and 
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respectively accommodating wheel studs which pass therethrough (see column 5 lines 
38-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have included a second gasket seal in the wheel and brake 
assembly of Le Heiget, as modified, as taught by Denton to better seal at least a portion 
of the inner side of the brake drum from debris or other contaminants (see in particular 
column 5 line 67 - column 6 line 2 of Denton which discusses this reasoning). 

Regarding Claim 12, Le Heiget, as modified, do not disclose that the second 
gasket seal is made from a polyethylene material. 

it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the second gasket of Le Heiget, as modified, to 
be formed from a polyethylene material as a matter of design preference dependent 
upon the desired strength, corrosive effects, and/or the operating environment for the 
gasket. Constructing the gasket to be formed of a polyethylene material would provide 
a flexible yet highly corrosive-resistant means in which to protect the wheel hub 
components from any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding Claim 13, Le Heiget, as modified, do not disclose that the second 
gasket seal is made of higher density polyethylene than the first gasket seal nor that the 
second gasket seal has a thickness less than 0.1 inch. 

Regarding the second gasket higher density, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed the 
second gasket seal of Le Heiget, as modified, to be made of a higher density 
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polyethylene than the first gasket seal to allow for 1 ) a greater heat tolerance for its use 
within the brake drum assembly and 2) for more flexibility for the connection between 
the wheel and the brake assembly where more torque and stress forces would occur. 
This way the second gasket mounted within the drum brake assembly would be 
stronger and better able to withstand heat generated by the internal brake components, 
while the less dense first gasket seal would provide the needed flexibility features. 
10. Claims 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 4,989,697 to Denton. 

Regarding Claim 14, see Claim 1 1 above regarding the features of the gasket 60 
of Denton and further note that Denton discloses that his gasket seal 60 has a circular 
outer periphery with a first diameter corresponding substantially to an outer diameter of 
a drum mounting hub flange 12 of the brake and wheel assembly on which the gasket is 
to be used (see Figure 7 of Denton) and that the gasket seal 60 has a circular central 
opening with a second diameter substantially less than the first diameter (see Figure 3 
of Denton and the center opening of gasket 60). 

However, Denton does not disclose that his gasket is constmcted out of 
polyethylene. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Le Denton to be formed from a 
polyethylene material as a matter of design preference dependent upon the desired 
strength, corrosive effects, and/or the operating environment for the gasket. 
Constructing the gasket to be formed of a polyethylene material would provide a flexible 
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yet highly corrosive-resistant means in which to protect the wheel hub components from 
any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding Claim 15, Denton discloses that the gasket seal 60 is able to conform 
to the inner surface of the drum when it is used (see Figure 1 ). 

However, Denton does not specifically disclose that the gasket seal has a 
uniform thickness which is less than 0.1 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Denton to have a thickness 
which is less than 0.1 Inch in order to create as thin a sealing structure as possible. The 
thinner the gasket for the wheel hub assembly the less complicated and cumbersome 
the overall wheel design. 

Regarding Claim 16, Denton does not disclose that the small openings have a 
uniform diameter which does not exceed 5/8 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the small openings of the gasket of Denton to 
have uniform diameters which do not exceed 5/8 inch as a matter of design preference 
dependent upon the size and diameter of the wheel studs which are to be 
accommodated In those openings. As long as the wheel studs fit through the openings 
and adequately secure the gasket to the wheel assembly, the diameters of those 
openings are arbitrary. 
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Regarding Claim 17, Denton does not disclose that the polyethylene material has 
a sufficiently high density so that it can absorb heat from the brake drum during use of 
the brake and wheel assembly without being significantly damaged. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket seal of Denton to be made of a 
sufficiently high density polyethylene so that it can withstand a greater heat tolerance for 
its use within the brake drum assembly. This way the gasket mounted within the drum 
brake assembly would be stronger and better able to withstand heat generated by the 
internal brake components. 

1 1 . Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 4,989,697 to Denton in view of Canadian Patent no. 2,055,230 to Le 
Heiget. 

Regarding Claim 18, see Claim 14 above for the specifics of the wheel and drum 
brake assembly claimed. 

However, again, Denton does not disclose that the gasket 60 is made of a 
flexible plastics material. 

Le Heiget is relied upon merely for his teachings of a similar type gasket seal 24 
made from a flexible plastics material (see the abstract of the reference). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Denton to be formed from a 
flexible plastics material as taught by Le Heiget as a matter of design preference 
dependent upon the desired strength, corrosive effects, and/or the operating 
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environment for the gasket. Constructing the gasket to be formed of a plastics material 
would provide a flexible yet highly corrosive-resistant means in which to protect the 
wheel hub components from any dirt or debris that they may encounter. 

Regarding Claim 19, see Claim 17 above. 

Regarding Claim 20, see Claim 15 above. 

Regarding Claim 21, Denton, as modified, does not disclose that the gasket seal 
has a thickness which is about 0.05 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Denton, as modified, to have a 
thickness which is less than 0.05 inch in order to create as thin a sealing structure as 
possible. The thinner the gasket for the wheel hub assembly the less complicated and 
cumbersome the overall wheel design. 

12. Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 4,989,697 to Denton in view of Canadian Patent no. 2,055,230 to Le 
Heiget, as applied to claims 18-21 above, and further in view of WO document no. 
98/38048 to Yoshimura. 

Regarding Claim 22, Denton discloses most all the features of the instant 
invention as applied above, except for the claimed specifics of a second gasket seal 
clamped between the brake drum member and the connecting section of the vehicle 
wheel, wherein the second gasket seal has an outer circunnference with a diameter 
corresponding substantially to an annular outer attachment surface. 
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Regarding the use of a second gasket seal, Le Heiget is relied upon nnerely for 
this teachings of a vehicle wheel and drum brake combination (see Figure 3) including 
an annular, flexible gasket seal 24 clamped between a brake drum member 22 and a 
connecting section of said vehicle wheel, said gasket seal 24 having a substantially 
circular outer circumference and a plurality of small holes 36 for accommodating wheel 
studs 38 which project outwardly from said outer attachment surface of said brake drum 
and through said small holes (see Figure 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the vehicle wheel and drum brake assembly of 
Denton to include a second gasket assembly between the brake drum member and the 
connecting section of the vehicle wheel as taught by Le Heiget in order to better seal 
and protect the space between the drum brake assembly and its connection to the 
wheel. By constructing a separate gasket seal at this location, both the inside and 
outside of the brake drum components would be adequately protected from the 
environment. 

Regarding the second gasket having an outer circumference with a diameter 
corresponding to an annular outer attachment surface, Yoshimura is relied upon merely 
for his teachings of a similar type gasket 53 (as described with respect to Claims 1-5 
above) having a substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds 
substantially to the diameter of the attachment surface 2 or 18. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have constructed the gasket of Denton, as modified, to have a 
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substantially circular outer periphery with a diameter that corresponds substantially to 
the diameter of the attachment surface as taught by Yoshimura so that the no debris or 
dirt could come into contact with the attachment surface from either side of the gasket. 
By constructing the gasket to be of the exact diameter as the attachment surface, the 
maximum amount of sealing that can occur between the attachment surface and the 
connection section of the wheel is present. 

Regarding Claim 23, see Claim 13 above. 

Regarding Claim 24, Denton, as modified, does not disclose that both gasket 
seals have outer diameters which are less than 8 inches nor that the small openings 
and small holes both have uniform diameters which do not exceed 5/8 inch. 

Regarding the outer diameters of the gaskets, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have constructed the 
diameters of the gaskets of Denton, as modified, to be less than 8 inches dependent 
upon the overall diameter of the central mounting portion of the wheel and drum brake 
assembly to which they contact with. As long as the gaskets seal the space between 
the central mounting portion of the wheel and the internal components of brake 
assembly, the diameters of the gaskets are arbitrary. 

Regarding the diameters of the small openings and small holes, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have constructed the small openings and small holes of the gaskets of Denton, as 
modified, to have uniform diameters which do not exceed 5/8 inch as a matter of design 
preference dependent upon the size and diameter of the wheel studs which are to be 
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accommodated in those openings. As long as the wheel studs fit through the openings 
and holes and adequately secure the gasket to the wheel assembly, the diameters of 
those openings and holes are arbitrary. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 4,995,484 to Kadel discloses a brake assembly having a 
con-osive Inhibiting structure made of polyethylene. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pam Rodriguez whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7122. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays 5 am -3:30 pm and 
Tuesdays 5 am -1 1 am. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dave Bucci can be reached on 571-272-7099. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ^ ^ ✓ 
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